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VIA CERTIFIED MAIL — Return Receipt Requested

Gregory S. Keeler Ron Awrey

Chief Executive Officer Plant Engineer

Aluminum Precision Products, Inc. Aluminum Precision Products, Inc.
3333 W. Warner Ave 3333 W. Warner Ave

Santa Ana, CA 92704 Santa Ana, CA 92704

Roark L. Keeler

Registered Agent for Service of Process
Aluminum Precision Products, Inc.
3333 W. Warner Ave

Santa Ana, CA 92704

Re:  Notice of Violation and Intent to File Suit Under the Clean Water Act
To Whom It May Concern:

We writing on behalf of Orange County Coastkeeper (“Coastkeeper”) regarding
violations of the Clean Water Act' and California’s Industrial Storm Water Permit? (“Storm
Water Permit”) occurring at the Aluminum Precision Products, Inc. (“Aluminum Precision™)
facility located at 3323 Warner Avenue and 3333 Warner Avenue, Santa Ana, CA 92704 (the
“Warner Avenue Facility” or “Facility”).? Aluminum Precision is a California Corporation
headquartered in Santa Ana, where two additional Aluminum Precision Facilities are also
located. The purpose of this letter is to put Aluminum Precision, as the owners and operators* of
the Warner Avenue Facility, on notice of the violations of the Storm Water Permit and the Clean
Water Act occurring at the Warner Avenue Facility, including, but not limited to, discharges of
polluted storm water from the Facility into local surface waters. Violations of the Storm Water
Permit are violations of the Clean Water Act. As explained below, Aluminum Precision is liable
for violations of the Storm Water Permit and the Clean Water Act relating to the Warner Avenue
Facility.

Section 505 of the Clean Water Act allows citizens to bring suit in federal court against
facilities alleged to be in violation of the Clean Water Act and/or related Permits. Section 505 of
the Clean Water Act allows citizens to bring suit in federal court against facilities alleged to be in

! Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1251 ef seq.

? National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) General Permit No. CAS000001, Water Quality
Order No. 92-12-DWQ, Order No. 97-03-DWQ, as amended by Order No. 2015-0057-DWQ.

* The Facility is comprised of two large buildings and one small storage building at 3323 and 3333 Warner Avenue,
Santa Ana, CA 92704.

4 The owners and/or operators of the Facility are identified in Section I (B) below and referred to hereinafter as the
“the Facility Owners and/or Operators™ or “Owners and/or Operators.”
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violation of the Clean Water Act and/or related permits. Section 505(b) of the Clean Water Act,
33 U.S.C. § 1365(b), requires that sixty (60) days prior to the initiation of a civil action under
Section 505(2) of the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. § 1365(a), a citizen must give notice of his/her
intention to file suit. Notice must be given to the alleged violator, the Administrator of the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA™), the Regional Administrator of the EPA, the
Executive Officer of the water pollution control agency in the State in which the violations
oceur, and, if the alleged violator is a corporation, the registered agent of the corporation. See 40
C.F.R. § 135.2(2)(1). This letter is being sent to you as the responsible owners and/or operators
of the Warner Avenue Facility, or as the registered agent for this entity. This notice letter
(“Notice Letter”) is issued pursuant to 33 U.S.C. §§ 1365(a) and (b) of the Clean Water Act to
inform Aluminum Precision that Coastkeeper intends to file a federal enforcement action against
Aluminum Precision for violations of the Storm Water Permit and the Clean Water Act at the
Wamer Avenue Facility sixty (60) days from the date of this Notice Letter.

This letter constitutes notice of Coastkeeper’s intent to sue Aluminum Precision for
violations of Sections 301 and 402 of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1311, 1342, and California’s
General Industrial Storm Water Permit, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(“NPDES”) General Permit No. CAS000001 (“Storm Water Permit™), Water Quality Order No.
97-03-DWQ (*1997 Permit™), as superseded by Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ and amended by
Order No. 2015-0122 -DWQ (“2015 Permit ) (collectively “Storm Water Permit”™), and recently
amended but not yet adopted Order No. 20XX-XXX-DWQ incorporating: 1) Federal Sufficiently
Sensitive Test Method Ruling; 2) TMDL Implementation Requirements; and 3) Statewide
Compliance Options Incentivizing On-Site or Regional Storm Water Capture and Use. (“2018
Permit”). The 1997 Permit was in effect between 1997 and June 30, 2015, and the 2015 Permit
went into effect on July 1, 2015. As explained below, the 2015 Permit includes many of the same
fundamental requirements, and implements many of the same statutory requirements, as the 1997
Permit. Violations of these requirements constitute ongoing violations for purposes of Clean
Water Act enforcement.

L BACKGROUND

A. Orange County Coastkeeper

Orange County Coastkeeper is a non-profit public benefit corporation organized under
the laws of the State of California with its office at 3151 Airway Avenue, Suite F-110, Costa
Mesa, California 92626. Coastkeeper has over 6,000 members who live and/or recreate in and
around the Santa Ana River, Huntington Beach State Park, and greater Santa Ana River
Watershed. Coastkeeper is dedicated to the preservation, protection, and defense of the
environment, wildlife, and natural resources of Orange County. To further these goals,
Coastkeeper actively seeks federal and state agency implementation of the Clean Water Act, and,
where necessary, directly initiates enforcement actions on behalf of itself and its members.

Members of Coastkeeper live and own homes in the Santa Ana River Watershed, and use
and enjoy the waters to which the Warner Avenue Facility discharges storm water, including the
Santa Ana River and the Pacific Ocean, to participate in a variety of water sports and other
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activities, to view wildlife, recreate, and engage in scientific studies including monitoring
activities. The discharge of pollutants from the Warner Avenue Facility impairs each of these
uses. These discharges of polluted storm water from the Warner Avenue Facility are ongoing and
continuous. Thus, the interests of Coastkeeper’s members have been, are being, and will
continue to be adversely affected by Aluminum Precisions’ failure to comply with the Clean
Water Act and the Storm Water Permit at the Warner Avenue Facility,

B. The Owners and/or Operators of the Aluminum Precision Facility

Aluminum Precision is currently an active California Corporation with California entity
number CG497022. The listed registered agent for service is Roark L. Keeler, 3333 W. Warner
Ave, Santa Ana, CA 92704, The registered California entity lists the entity address with the
California Secretary of State as 3333 W. Warner Ave, Santa Ana, CA 92704.

Information available to Coastkeeper indicates that the Facility is comprised of two (2)
addresses, 3333 Warner Avenue and 3323 Warner Avenue, with three (3) Assessor’s Parcel
Number(s) (“APN”): 408-191-04, 408-191-05, and 408-191-06. When Coastkeeper refers to
owners and operators herein, those legally responsible for Aluminum Precision are referred to
collectively as the Warner Avenue Facility “Owners and/or Operators.”

The Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators have violated and continue to
violate the procedural and substantive terms of their Storm Water Permits and the Clean Water
Act for the Facility, including, but not limited to, the illegal discharge of pollutants into local
surface waters and are liable for violations of the Storm Water Permits and the Clean Water Act.

C. The Aluminum Precision Facility’s Storm Water Permit Coverage

Certain classified facilities that discharge storm water associated with industrial activity
are required to apply for coverage under the Storm Water Permit by submitting a Notice of Intent
(*NOI”) to the State Water Resources Control Board (“State Board™) to obtain Storm Water
Permit coverage. See 2015 Permit, Finding #12. Upon information and belief, Aluminum
Precision obtained Storm Water Permit coverage for the Facility on or about April 1, 1992 and
obtained coverage under the 1997 Permit on May 21, 1997. On March 17, 2015, Aluminum
Precision submitted an NOI for coverage under the 2015 Permit. The Facility NOI identifies the
owner/operator of the Warner Avenue Facility as Aluminum Precision, with an address of 3333
W. Warner Ave, Santa Ana, CA 92704.

The NOI lists the Facility site size as 9.8 acres, with one (1) acre of industrial area
exposed to storm water. The Waste Discharger Identification (“WDID”) number for the Facility
is 8 301015996. The NOI lists the Primary Standard Industrial Classification (“SIC™) code for the
Facility as 3463 (Nonferrous Forgings). The Storm Water Permit classifies facilities with SIC
code 3463 under “Fabricated Metal Products.” See 2015 Permit §XI(B) Table 1.
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D. Storm Water Pollution and the Waters Receiving the Aluminum Precision

Facility’s Discharges

With every significant rainfall event millions of gallons of polluted storm water
originating from industrial operations such as the Warner Avenue Facility pour into storm drains
and local waterways. The consensus among agencies and water quality specialists is that storm
water pollution accounts for more than half of the total pollution entering surface waters each
year. Such discharges of pollutants from industrial facilities contribute to the impairment of
downstream waters and aquatic dependent wildlife. These contaminated discharges can and must
be controlled for the ecosystem to regain its health.

Polluted discharges from industrial manufacturing facilities such as the Warner Avenue
Facility can contain pH-affecting substances; metals such as iron, magnesium and aluminum;
toxic metals such as lead, zine, nickel, cadmium, chromium, copper, arsenic, and mercury;
chemical oxygen demand (“COD”™); biological oxygen demand (“BOD”); total suspended solids
(“TSS™); total organic carbon (“TOC”); benzene; gasoline and diesel fuels; cyanide; ammonia-N;
fuel additives; coolants; antifreeze; nitrate + nitrite nitrogen (“N+N); trash; and oil and grease
(*“O&G”). Many of these pollutants are on the list of chemicals published by the State of
California as known to cause cancer, birth defects, and/or developmental or reproductive harm.
Discharges of polluted storm water to the Santa Ana River and Pacific Ocean pose threats to the
public, dramatically affect the use and enjoyment of the surrounding environment, and adversely
affect the aquatic environment.

The Facility discharges into the Santa Ana municipal separate storm sewer system
(*“MS4”) via four driveways on South Yale Street and Warner Avenue. The MS4 drains to the
Greenville Banning Channel, which empties to the Santa Ana River, which flows to the Pacific
Ocean at Huntington Beach State Park. These bodies of water are collectively referred to herein
as the “Receiving Waters.” These discharges pose threats as described above and affect the use
and enjoyment of these waters sought by members of Coastkeeper.

The Receiving Waters are ecologically sensitive areas. Although pollution and habitat
destruction have drastically diminished once-abundant and varied species, these waters are still
essential habitat for dozens of fish and bird species as well as macro-invertebrate and
invertebrate species. Storm water and non-storm water contaminated with sediment, heavy
metals, and other pollutants harm the special aesthetic and recreational significance that the
Receiving Waters have for people in the surrounding communities. The public’s use of local
waterways exposes many people to toxic metals and other contaminants in storm water
discharges. Non-contact recreational and aesthetic opportunities, such as wildlife observation,
are also impaired by polluted discharges to the Receiving Waters.

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Santa Ana Region Regional Board
(“Regional Board™) issued the Santa Ana River Basin Water Quality Control Plan (“Basin
Plan™). The Basin Plan identifies the “Beneficial Uses” of water bodies in the region. The
existing and/or potential Beneficial Uses for the Santa Ana River include, at a minimum: warm
freshwater habitat (WARM); water contact recreation (REC1); non-contact water recreation
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(REC2); commercial and sportfishing (COMM); wildlife habitat (WILD); rare, threatened or
endangered species (RARE); spawning reproduction and development (SPWN); and marine
habitat (MAR). See Basin Plan at Table 3-1. The Pacific Ocean from the San Gabriel River to
Corona Del Mar also has numerous listed Beneficial Uses including water contact recreation
(REC1); non-contact water recreation (REC2); shell fish harvesting (SHEL); commercial and
sportfishing (COMM); wildlife habitat (WILD); rare, threatened or endangered species (RARE);
spawning reproduction and development (SPWN); and marine habitat (MAR). /4.

According to the 2016 303(d) List of Impaired Water Bodies, the Santa Ana River is
impaired for Indicator Bacteria.® Polluted discharges from industrial sites, such as the Warner
Avenue Facility, contribute to the degradation of these already impaired surface waters and
aquatic-dependent wildlife that depends on these waters.

II. THE ALUMINUM PRECISION FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED DISCHARGES
OF POLLUTANTS

A. The Warner Avenue Facility Site Description and Industrial Activities

The Warner Avenue Facility is located in Santa Ana, CA near the intersection of Warner
Avenue and South Yale Street, specifically at the addresses of 3323 and 3333 Warner Avenue,
Santa Ana, CA 92704. The Facility’s boundaries are Warner Avenue on the south, South Yale
Street on the west, and businesses on the north and east.

This Facility is an aluminum forging facility that produces precision parts and
components for aerospace and automotive applications including closed die and open (“hand™)
aluminum forgings. According to the Facility Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(“SWPPP”) Warner Avenue Facility operates 24 hours per day (Monday through Thursday) and
8 hours per day (Friday and Saturday 7:30 A.M. to 3:30 P.M.). Per the company’s website, the
company employs approximately 650 people.®

Information available to Coastkeeper indicates that the Warner Avenue Facility has two
large buildings and one small storage building on contiguous parcels. One building serves as
company “headquarters, final product shipping, machine shop, and storage of parts and
materials.”” The other building’s primary industrial activities include “final product shipping,
machine shop for wheels and hand forging, hydraulic forging, and storage of parts and
materials.”® Oils and used oils of varying types, oily water, coolants, solvents, acids, used
lubricants, and scrap metals are pollutant used in, and byproducts of, these industrial processes.
Track-out of metal debris, metal and other pollutant particulate, liquids such as coolant, solvent,
degreaser, waste oil, oily water by machinery, and vehicle and foot traffic, and other fugitive

%2016 Integrated Report — All Assessed Waters, available at

https:/iwww. waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/2014_16state_ir_reports/category5_report.shtmi (last
accessed on January 22, 2018),

¢ See http:/fwww.aluminumprecision. com/about-app/ (last accessed on December 12, 2018).

7 See SWPPP April 2018, Table 4-1 (p. 5).

§ Jd.
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emissions at the Facility, impact the storm water and the environment due to a lack of
containment. Exhaust from industrial manufacturing and cooling processes and other discharges
from industrial activities from the Warner Avenue Facility also impacts storm water. Certain
industrial activities and storage occur outside, without adequate cover, containment or other
measures, resulting in discharges of polluted storm water. Scrap metal, active and inactive
industrial equipment, raw materials and finished product are stored outdoors and impact storm
water runoff. Fugitive dust, debris, particulate, exhaust emissions and other pollutants at Facility
are also uncontained and enter local waterways via storm water, unauthorized non-storm water
discharge and aerial deposition. These industrial activities and contaminant factors create
significant sources of pollution at the Facility.

Pollutants associated with operations at the Facility include, but are not limited to: pH-
affecting substances; metals such as iron and aluminum,; toxic metals such as lead, copper and
zinc; TSS; gasoline and diesel fuels; fuel additives; coolants; trash; and nitrate as nitrogen.

Coastkeeper alleges that Aluminum Precision has not properly developed and/or
implemented the required best management practices (“BMPs”) to address pollutant sources and
contaminated discharges. BMPs are necessary at the Warner Avenue Facility to prevent the
exposure of pollutants to precipitation and the subsequent discharge of polluted storm water from
the Facility during rain events. Consequently, during rain events storm water carries pollutants
from the Facility’s raw and finished material, oil, and chemical storage areas, parking areas,
fueling and maintenance areas, loading and unloading areas, garbage and refuse storage areas,
scrap metal areas, equipment washing areas, and other areas into the municipal separate storm
sewer system, which flows into the Receiving Waters, in violation of the Storm Water Permit.

Information available to Coastkeeper indicates that metal particulates have been and
continue to be tracked from the manufacturing buildings, raw material and refuse storage areas,
parking areas, and equipment maintenance and washing areas throughout the Facility. Further,
numerous pollutants are believed to accumulate on the roofs of the Facility due to exhaust
emissions from furnaces, other industrial heat sources, air conditioners and other heating and air
discharge equipment, resulting in polluted storm water and non-storm water discharges from the
Facility. In addition to the roofs, these pollutants accumulate in parking, Joading and unloading
areas, and the driveways of the Facility. As a result, trucks and vehicles leaving the Facility via
the driveways are frack sediment, dirt, metal particles, and other pollutants off-site.

B. The Aluminum Precision Facility’s Storm Water Flow and Discharge Locations

Publicly available information indicates that storm water at the Warner Avenue Facility is
discharged off site from four (4) discharge points via driveways into Warner Avenue and South
Yale Street. From there, the storm water enters the Santa Ana MS4. Outfall 1 is on the 3333
Warner Avenue property adjacent to South Yale Street. Outfall 2 is on the same property next to
the parking lot, near to West Warner Avenue. Outfall 3 is located on the 3323 Warner Avenue
property between the two parking lots. Outfall 4 is on the 3323 Warner Avenue property adjacent
to the eastern border of the property. Outfall 5 is near Outfall 1 on the 3333 Warner Avenue
property along South Yale Street.
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The Warner Avenue Facility SWPPP does not identify down spouts from the roofed areas
of the manufacturing buildings; it is unknown which discharge points handle storm water runoff
originating from roofed areas. After storm water enters the drain inlets it flows into the MS4 and
is discharged to the Greenville Banning Channel and into the Santa Ana River.

Coastkeeper obtained information indicating that machinery, equipment finished and
unfinished product, and industrial and raw materials are stored outdoors at the Warner Avenue
Facility. Pallets, metal tubes and rolls, scrap metal and casts are lined and stacked in outdoor
areas of the Facility without adequate secondary containment. Uncovered scrap bins contain
scrap wood and metal. These industrial materials are uncovered, stored on the ground, and
exposed to storm water. Information available to Coastkeeper also indicates that the Facility has
large air conditioning and cooling units that may lead to non-storm water discharges.

IIL. VIOLATIONS OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT AND THE STORM WATER
PERMITS

The Clean Water Act requires that any person discharging pollutants to a water of the
United States from a point source’ obtain coverage under an NPDES permit. See 33 U.S.C.
§§ 1311(a), 1342; 40 CFR § 122.117(c)}(1). CWA § 402 further requires each discharger to meet
minimum technology-based treatment requirements. Discharges of toxic pollutants must be
treated pursuant to the best available technology ("BAT™), 33 U.S.C. § 1311 (b)(2)(A), and other
pollutant discharges must comply with best conventional technology ("BCT™). 33 U.S.C. §
1311(b)(2)(E).

In addition to implementing technology-based controls, each point source discharger
must achieve “any more stringent limitation necessary to meet water quality standards[.]" 33
U.S.C. § 1311(b)(1)}(C). Water quality standards establish the water quality goals for a water
body. 40 C.F.R. § 131.2. They serve as the regulatory basis for the establishment of water
quality-based controls over point sources, as required under § 301 and § 306 of the CWA. Once
water quality standards are established for a particular water body, any NPDES permit
authorizing discharges of pollutants into that water body must ensure that the applicable water
quality standard will be met. 33 U.S.C. § 1311(b)(IXC); 40 C.F.R. §§ 122.4(d), 122.4(1),
122.44(d).

The 1997 Permit requires dischargers meet all applicable provisions of Sections 301 and
402 of the CWA. Rather than requiring specific application of BAT and BCT techniques to each
storm water discharge, compliance with the terms and conditions of the 1997 Permit served as a
proxy for meeting the BAT/BCT mandate. See 1997 Permit, Finding 10. Conversely, failure to
comply with the terms and conditions of the 1997 Permit constitutes failure to subject discharges
to BAT/BCT, and is a violation of the CWA.

7 A point source is defined as any discernible, confined and discrete conveyance, including but not limited to any
pipe, ditch, channel, tunnel, conduit, well, discrete fissure, container, rolling stock, concentrated animal feeding
operation, or vessel or other floating craft, from which pollutants are or may be discharged. 33 U.S.C. § 1362(14);
see 40 C.F.R. § 1222
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The 2015 Permit includes the same fundamental terms as the 1997 Permit. For purposes
of this Notice Letter, Coastkeeper refers to the reissued permit as the “2015 Permit.” The 2015
Permit retains this core statutory requirement to meet BAT/BCT standards. Just like the 1997
Permit, the 2015 Permit requires all facility operators to develop and implement SWPPP that
includes BMPs, although the 2015 Permit now requires operators to implement certain minimum
BMPs, as well as advanced BMPs as necessary, to achieve compliance with the effluent and
receiving water limitations of the 2015 Permit. Advanced BMP categories are defined as follows:
(1) exposure minimization BMPs, (2) storm water containment and discharge reduction BMPs,
(3) treatment control BMPs, and (4) additional advanced BMPs needed to meet the effluent
limitations of the 2015 Permit. Coastkeeper alleges that Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or
Operators have failed to implement advanced BMPs as necessary to meet the effluent limitations
of the 2015 Permit, as borne out by the Facility’s self-reported storm water sampling results. See
Exhibit A. The 2015 Permit also requires all facility operators to sample storm water discharges
more frequently than the 1997 Permit, and to compare sample and analytical results with
numeric action levels (“"NALs™).

Under the 2015 Permit, facility operators are required to perform Exceedance Response
Actions (“ERA”) as appropriate whenever sampling indicates NAL exceedances. An annual
NAL exceedance occurs when the average of all the analytical results for a parameter from
samples taken within a reporting year'? exceeds the annual NAL value for that parameter. An
instantaneous maximum NAL exceedance occurs when two (2) or more analytical results from
samples taken for any single parameter within a reporting year exceed the instantaneous
maximum NAL value or are outside of the instantaneous maximum NAL range for pH. 2015
Permit XII.A. There are two (2) ERA levels, Level 1 and Level 2. If a discharger enters Level 1
for exceedances of any constituent in a reporting year that facility must prepare a Level 1 ERA to
adequately address the polluted discharges. Should the facility’s sample results average over the
annual NAL for a second consecutive year for the same constituent, the facility must prepare a
Level 2 ERA requiring further BMPs to address the exceedances. Coastkeeper has reviewed each
of the three (3) ERAs submitted by the Owners and/or Operators of the Warner Avenue Facility
and alleges that each of the ERAs are inadequate to address pollutant discharges from the
Facility, in part due to the lack of implemented advanced BMPs. The ERA submitted in
December 2017 includes plans for implementation of two BMPs to address zinc: 1) a plan to
steam clean the roofs; and 2) the roofs were to be painted. Despite again averaging over NAL for
zinc in the 2017-2018 reporting year, a further ERA was not submitted for the Warner Avenue
Facility at end of 2018. However, a Level 1 ERA was submitted in December 2018 for
aluminum, iron, N+N, and magnesium. That ERA does not include the self-reported sampling
results from January 8, 2018 and thus interprets the zinc average as below the NAL. The results
for each constituent sampled on January 8, 2018 were higher on average for each constituent
tested. Copper results were consistently above the EPA benchmark adjusted for water hardness.

12 A reporting year encompasses a full calendar year from July 1, through June 30 of the following year.
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Industrial activities conducted at the Warner Avenue Facility under SIC code 3463
require Aluminum Precision to obtain Storm Water Permit coverage for the Facility. Both the
1997 Permit and the 2015 Permit generally require facility operators to: (1) submit a Notice of
Intent (“NOI”) that certifies the type of activity or activities undertaken at the facility and
committing the operator to comply with the terms and conditions of the permit; (2) eliminate
unauthorized non-storm water discharges; (3) develop and implement a SWPPP; (3) perform
monitoring of storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges; and (4) file an
Annual Report that summarizes the year’s industrial activities and compliance with the Storm
Water Permit.

A. Applicable Effluent Standards or Limitations

The Storm Water Permit requires all industrial facilities to sample and analyze storm
water discharges for the following parameters: pH, total suspended solids (“TSS*), and oil and
grease (“O&G™). See 1997 Permit, § B(5)(c)(1); 2015 Permit, §§ XI(B)(6)(a), (b). Facilities
classified under SIC code 3463 — Nonferrous Forgings — must also sample and analyze sampies
for zine (“Zn”), iron (“Fe”), aluminum (“Al”), and nitrate and nitrite nitrogen (“N+N"), See 1997
Permit at Table D; 2015 Permit, § VI(B) at Table 1. Indeed, dischargers must also sample for
additional parameters identified by the Discharger that are likely to be present under the Facility
pollutant source assessment and additional parameters related to receiving waters with 303(d)
listed impairments. 2015 Permit, § XI(B). Here, the Warner Avenue Facility did not sample for
copper until 2018 and immediately realized effluent limit exceedances resulting in the Facility’s
entry into Level 1 ERA. A copper test result from January 8, 2018 registered at 0.465 mg/l, over
three (3) times the EPA Benchmark adjusted for an expected water-hardness level in the
Receiving Water.

The EPA has published “benchmark™ levels as numeric thresholds for helping to
determine whether a facility discharging industrial storm water has implemented the requisite
BAT and BCT mandated by the CWA. (See United States Environmental Protection Agency
NPDES Multi-Sector General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Industrial
Activity, as modified effective June 4, 2015.!") These benchmarks represent pollutant
concentrations at which a storm water discharge could potentially impair, or contribute to
impairing, water quality, or affect human health from ingestion of water or fish. EPA
benchmarks have been established for pollutants discharged by the Facility, and include: TSS——
100 mg/L; Zn—0.11 mg/L; Cu—0.0123 mg/L; and pH—6.0-9.0 s.u. However, the Basin Plan
contains narrower effluent levels for pH: for bays and estuary waters, pH—7.0-8.6 s.u; for inland
surface waters, pH —6.5-8.5 s.u.

The Criteria for Priority Toxic Pollutants in the State of California, or California Toxics
Rule (“CTR™), set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 131.38, establishes numeric receiving water limits for
certain toxic pollutants in California surface waters. The CTR sets forth lower numeric limits for
zinc and other pollutants such as copper (0.010 mg/l} and nickel (0.037) in freshwater surface

11 Available at https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-10/documents/msgp2015_finalpermit.pdf (last
accessed on December 12, 2018).
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waters with water hardness calculation of 75 mg/L'2. CTR criteria can be as low as 0.067 mg/L
for zinc in freshwater surface waters with water hardness calculation of 50 mg/L.!* Coastkeeper
puts Aluminum Precision on notice that they have violated, and continue to violate the CTR, and
by extension the Clean Water Act, for zinc, copper and other constituents each time polluted
storm water discharges from the Warner Avenue Facility.

Courts have expressly held that the EPA Benchmarks are relevant objective standards for
evaluating whether the best management practices implemented by a permittee achieve effluent
limitations. See Santa Monica Baykeeper v. Kramer Metals, Inc., 619 F.Supp.2d 914, 924 (C.D.
Cal. 2009) (holding that “EPA Benchmarks are relevant guidelines that should be used to
evaluate the efficacy of a facility’s BMPs™). Thus, comparing EPA Benchmarks and NALs to
stormwater monitoring data is sufficient to support a good faith allegation of noncompliance
with the technology and/or water-quality based effluent limitations in the General Permit:
[exceedance] of the benchmark levels is evidence . . . that [Defendant] did not have BMPs that
achieve BAT/BCT];] . . . however, this evidence in and of itself does not establish a violation of
[BAT/BCT]. ... There can be no reasonable dispute that the Benchmarks are relevant to the
inquiry as to whether a facility implemented BMPs. Id. at 925 (emphasis added), citing
Waterkeepers Northern California v. AG Industrial Mfg., Inc., 375 F.3d 913, 919 nn. 5 (9th Cir.
2004).

Thus, storm water sampling results provide well-founded evidence of a failure to comply
with the Storm Water Permit’s discharge prohibitions, recetving water limitations and effluent
limitations. A monitoring report showing “a water sample with pollutant discharges in excess of
permit limits is conclusive evidence of a violation . . .. A defendant may not impeach its own
publicly filed reports which are submitted under penalty of perjury.” San Francisco Baykeeper v.
West Bay Sanitary District, 791 F.Supp.2d 719, 755 (N.D. Cal 2011) [cites and quotes omitted);
see also Sierra Club v. Union Oil, 813 F.2d 1480, 1493 (9th Cir, 1988).

The Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators have self-reported numerous
exceedances of relevant standards at least since 2014, including values several orders of
magnitude above regulatory limits. See Exhibit A. For example EPA Benchmark for magnesium
is .064 mg/L. See 2015 Permit, Appendix J, “Calculating Hardness in Receiving Waters for
Hardness Dependent Metals.” The average for self-reported testing submitted to the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) in 2018, the first year the Warner Facility tested for
magnesium, was 1.364 mg/L, over 21 times the EPA Benchmark. The highest result for
magnesium at the Facility came on November 29, 2018: 2.56 mg/L a magnitude of 40 times over
the Benchmark. /d.

2 Exhibit A uses CTR limits with a water hardness calculation of 100 mg/L for zinc, copper and lead.

3 The CTR numeric limits, or “criteria,” are expressed as dissolved metal concentrations in the CTR, but the Storm
Water Permit required permittees to report their sample results as total metal concentrations. See 1997 Permit §
B(10)(b); 2015 Permit, Attachment H at 18. To compare sample results reported by the Facility with the CTR
criteria, Coastkeeper will use the CTR criteria converted to total metal concentrations set forth in the State Board's
"Water Quality Goals" database. The formula used to convert the CTR criteria to total metal concentrations is set
forth in the CTR at 40 C.F.R. § 131.38(b)(2)(1). The applicable CTR criteria also requires a hardness value.
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Thus, Coastkeeper alleges that the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators
violate the Storm Water Permit by discharging storm water containing pollutants in excess of, or
outside the range of, the applicable effluent limitations each time Aluminum Precision
discharges storm water from the Facility. See, e.g., Exhibit B. These discharge violations are
ongoing and will continue every day the Owners and/or Operators discharge storm water from
the Facility that contains concentrations of pollutants in excess of, or outside the range of, the
applicable effluent limitations. Coastkeeper will include additional violations as information and
data become available. Further, given that these effluent limitation violations are ongoing, and
recent test results evidence additional effluent violations, Coastkeeper puts the Owners and/or
Operators on notice that Effluent Limitation V.B. of the 2015 Permit is violated each time storm
water is discharged from the Facility. Every Facility discharge of polluted storm water in
violation of Effluent Limitation B(3) of the Storm Water Permit and Effluent Limitation V.B. of
the 2015 Permit is a separate violation of the Storm Water Permit and Section 301(a) of the
Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. §1311(a). The Facility Owners and/or Operators are subject to civil
penalties for all violations of the Clean Water Act occurring since February 21, 2014.

B. Discharges of Polluted Storm Water from the Aluminum Precision Facility in

Vielation of Storm Water Permit Effluent Limitations

The Storm Water Permit states that storm water discharges from facilities shall not
exceed specified effluent limitations. 1997 Permit, Effluent Limitation B(1); 2015 Permit,
Effluent Limitation V.B. Compliance with the effluent limitation guidelines constitutes
compliance with best available technology economically achievable (“BAT”) and best
conventional pollutant control technology (“BCT”) for the specified pollutants and must be met
to comply with the Storm Water Permit. 1997 Permit, Fact Sheet at VIII; 2015 Permit, Fact
Sheet at pp. 15-17.

Certain activities undertaken at the Warner Avenue Facility produce significant risks to
water quality, including metal shavings and dust and other scrap metal. The Facility’s April 2018
SWPPP indicates in Table 4-3, On-Site Industrial Material Management, that materials present
include oils and lubricants, diesel fuel, cutting fluid, spent cutting fluid, cleaning agent, scrap
metals, waste chips, and shavings, and sludge. Discharges of storm water from this Facility
contain elevated levels of many of the pollutants that the Facility is required to test for, and self-
report and include numerous self-reported sampling results over applicable benchmarks. See
Exhibit A. These exceedances of applicable benchmarks degrade water quality. BAT/BCT
standards are intended to reduce pollutants in storm water discharges through required
implementation of BMPs, implementation of BMPs that Coastkeeper alleges have been
inadequate. Thus far only ineffective advanced BMPs have been implemented at the Warner
Avenue Facility pursuant to the Facility ERA, to address a single constituent, zinc. The most
recent ERA report from December 2018 contains detailed restatements of permit requirements
for ERA reports, but fails to identify any advanced BMPs the facility plans to implement, and
only includes a list reciting standard requirements of any SWPPP, without explanation, such as
“minimize or prevent material tracking,” “observe all outdoor areas associated with industrial
activity . . . “ and “cover all stored industrial materials that can become readily mobilized by
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contact with storm water,”'* This ERA is wholly inadequate as it does nothing to address Copper
exceedances.

Because manufacturing facilities using metals are likely to discharge storm water runoff
that is contaminated, the EPA provides a storm water fact sheet for Primary Metals Facilities.
See Environmental Protection Agency, Sector AA: Fabricated Metal Products Manufacturing
Facilities (EPA-833-F-06-042) December 2006 (“Sector AA Fact Sheet”).!® The fact sheet offers
facility operators guidance on how to prepare storm water management programs that are
appropriate for their facility and operations. Table 1 of the Sector AA Fact Sheet sets forth the
EPA chart regarding the various pollutant sources and pollutants that are typically associated
with facilities such as the Aluminum Precision Facility. Despite this EPA guidance, the Facility
only started testing for copper in 2018, and does not test for cadmium.

C. Discharges of Polluted Storm Water from the Aluminum Precision Facility in
Violation of BAT/BCT

The Storm Water Permit and Clean Water Act require dischargers to reduce or prevent
pollutants associated with industrial activity in storm water discharges through implementation
of BMPs that achieve BAT for toxic'® and non-conventional pollutants and BCT for
conventional pollutants.'” 33 U.S.C. §§ 1311 (b)}2)(A) and (b)(2)(E); 1997 Permit, Effluent
Limitation B(3); 2015 Permit, Effluent Limitation V.A. The Effluent Limitations define
application of BAT for TSS and pH as numeric effluent limitations. A discharge of storm water
which exceeds the Effluent Limitations is strong evidence of a failure to achieve BAT/BCT.
Again, EPA Benchmarks are relevant and objective standards for evaluating whether a
permittee’s BMPs achieve compliance with BAT/BCT standards.'®

Publicly available information shows that the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or
Operators have failed and continue to fail to develop and/or implement BMPs at the Facility that
achieve compliance with the BAT/BCT standards. Consistent with Aluminum Precision’s lack of
adequate BMPs, the analytical results of storm water sampling at the Facility demonstrates the
Owners and/or Operators have failed and continue to fail to implement BAT/BCT. Specifically,
analysis of discharges from the Warner Avenue Facility demonstrates that the storm water
discharges consistently contain concentrations of pollutants above the Effluent Limitations and
EPA Benchmarks. See, e.g.,, Exhibit A. For example, the EPA Benchmark is .11 mg/L. A storm
water sample that Aluminum Precision collected from the Warner Avenue Facility in May 2016

14 See APP Warner ERA Level 1 Evaluation Report, December 27, 2018, at 5-6.

13 Available at: https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-10/documents/sector_aa_fabmetal.pdf (last
accessed February 14, 2019)

16 Toxic pollutants are listed at 40 C.F.R. § 401.15 and include copper, lead, and zinc, among others.

'7 Conventional pollutants are listed at 40 C.F.R, § 401.16 and include biochemical oxygen demand, TSS, oil and
grease, pH, and fecal coliform.

18 See United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Multi-Sector General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity (MSGP)
Authorization to Discharge Under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, as modified effective
February 26, 2009 (“Multi-Sector Permit™) at 136; see also, 65 Federal Register 64851 (2000).
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exceeded the EPA Benchmark by 13 times with a more recent sample from January of 2018
reading 0.934 mg/L, over 8 times the EPA Benchmark. Testing for zinc from February 2014
through November 2018 shows 56 zinc exceedances of both the EPA Benchmark and the CTR.
In total, Coastkeeper identified 146 total exceedances of EPA Benchmarks over the last four and
a half reporting years at the Warner Avenue Facility. See Exhibit A.

As noted above in Section III(B), with a hardness value for the receiving waters of 75-
100 mg/L, the EPA Benchmark for Cu is .0123 mg/L. Testing for Cu between January 2018
through November 2018 shows 14 exceedances of the EPA Benchmark level, one by a
magnitude of 3.78. The repeated and significant exceedances of the EPA Benchmark
demonstrate that the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators have failed to develop
and/or implement required BMPs at the Facility that achieve compliance with the BAT/BCT
standards.

Publicly available evidence indicates that the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or
Operators violate the Storm Water Permit and Clean Water Act for failing to develop and/or
implement BMPs that achieve BAT/BCT each time Aluminum Precision discharges storm water
from the Facility. See, e.g., Exhibit B. These discharge violations are ongoing and continue every
time the Warner Avenue Facility discharges polluted storm water without developing and/or
implementing BMPs that achieve compliance with the BAT/BCT standards. Coastkeeper will
add dates of violation when additional data becomes available, indeed the most recent samples
show additional exceedances. Further, the Facility has violated Effluent Limitation B(3) of the
1997 Permit or Effluent Limitation V.A. of the 2015 Permit each time storm water discharged
from the Warner Avenue Facility since February 21, 2014, and each discharge represents a
distinct violation of the Storm Water Permit and Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act, 33
U.S.C. § 1311(a). The Facility Owners and/or Operators are subject to civil penalties for all
violations of the Clean Water Act over the past five years and continuing until full compliance
with the Storm Water Permit is achieved.

D. Discharges of Polluted Storm Water from the Aluminum Precision Facility in
Violation of Receiving Water Limitations

The Storm Water Permit and the CWA prohibit storm water discharges and authorized
non-storm water discharges that cause or contribute to an exceedance of an applicable Water
Quality Standard (“WQS”)."? 33 U.S.C. § 1311 (b)(1)(C); 40 C.F.R. §§ 122.4(d), 122.4(7),
122.44(d); 2015 Permit, Receiving Water Limitation VL.A; 1997 Permit, Receiving Water
Limitation C(2). Discharges that contain poliutants in excess of an applicable WQS violate these
requirements.

The Storm Water Permit also prohibits storm water discharges and unauthorized non-

' The Basin Plan designates Beneficial Uses for the Receiving Waters, Water quality standards are pollutant
concentration levels determined by the state or federal agencies to be protective of designated Beneficial Uses.
Discharges above water quality standards contribute to impairment of Receiving Waters’ Beneficial Uses.
Applicable water quality standards include, among others, the Criteria for Priority Toxic Pollutants in the State of
California, 40 C.F.R. § 131.38 (“CTR”), and water quality objectives in the Basin Plan.
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storm water discharges to surface water that adversely impact human health or the environment.
1997 Permit, Receiving Water Limitation C(1); 2015 Permit, Receiving Water Limitation VLB.
Discharges that contain pollutants in concentrations that exceed levels known to adversely
impact aquatic species and the environment constitute violations of Receiving Water Limitation
C(1) of the 1997 Permit, Receiving Water Limitation VI.B. of the 2015 Permit, and the Clean
Water Act.

The Receiving Waters may become impaired with pollutants discharging from Facilities
like the Warner Avenue Facility. Information available to Coastkeeper indicates that the Warner
Avenue Facility’s storm water discharges contain elevated concentrations of pollutants, such as
copper, which can be acutely toxic and/or have sub-lethal impacts on the avian and aquatic
wildlife in the Santa Ana River, and the Pacific Ocean. See Exhibit A. These harmful discharges
from the Facility are violations of Receiving Water Limitation C(1) of the 1997 Permit and
Receiving Water Limitation VL.B. of the 2015 Permit.

Coastkeeper puts the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators on notice that
Receiving Water Limitation C(1) and/or (2) of the 1997 Permit VL A. and VL.B. of the 2015
Permit were/are violated with each polluted storm water discharge from the Facility. See, e.g.,
Exhibit B. These discharge violations are ongoing and continue every time contaminated storm
water is discharged in violation of Receiving Water Limitations. Fach time discharges of storm
water from the Warner Avenue Facility cause or contribute to a violation of an applicable WQS
is a separate and distinct violation of Receiving Water Limitation C(1) of the 1997 Permit,
Receiving Water Limitation VI.A. of the 2015 Permit VLA, and Section 301(a) of the Clean
Water Act, 33 U.S.C. § 1311(a). Each time discharges from the Facility adversely impact human
health or the environment is a separate and distinct violation of Receiving Water Limitation C(2)
of the 1997 Permit, Receiving Water Limitation VI.B. of the 2015 Permit, and Section 301(a) of
the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. § 1311(a). Coastkeeper will update the dates of violation when
additional information and data becomes available. The Facility Owner and/or Operator is
subject to civil penalties for all violations of the Clean Water Act occurring since February 21,
2014.

E. Unauthorized Non-Storm Water Discharges from the Aluminum Precision

Facility

The Storm Water Permit prohibits permittees from discharging materials other than storm
water (non-storm water discharges) either directly or indirectly to waters of the United States.
2015 Permit, Discharge Prohibition III.B; 1997 Permit, Discharge Prohibition A(1). Prohibited
non-storm water discharges must be either eliminated or permitted by a separate NPDES permit.
See 1997 Permit, Discharge Prohibition A(1); 2015 Permit, Discharge Prohibition II1.B.

Further, Coastkeeper is informed and believes that unauthorized non-storm water
discharges occur at the Warner Avenue Facility due to inadequate BMP development and/or
implementation necessary to prevent these discharges. As an example, unauthorized non-storm
water discharges may occur at the Facility from process water, cooling functions, and/or
equipment, vehicle and machinery cleaning activities. Other unauthorized non-storm water
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discharges may occur at the Facility from the hazardous materials storage area, where oils
solvents, degreasers, and wastewater are stored. The Facility Owners and/or Operators conduct
these activities without sufficient BMPs to prevent related non-storm water discharges. Non-
storm water discharges resulting from cooling functions and equipment washing are not listed
among the authorized non-storm water discharges in the Storm Water Permit and thus are always
prohibited.

Coastkeeper puts the Facility Owners and/or Operators on notice that the Storm Water
Permit is violated each time non-storm water is discharged from the Facility. These discharge
violations are ongoing and will continue until the Facility Owners and/or Operators develop and
implement BMPs that prevent prohibited non-storm water discharges or obtain separate NPDES
permit coverage. Each time the Facility Owners and/or Operators discharge prohibited non-storm
water in violation of Discharge Prohibition A(1) of the 1997 Permit and Discharge Prohibition
IILB. of the 2015 Permit is a separate and distinct violation of the Storm Water Permit and
Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. § 1311(a). The Facility Owners and/or
Operators are subject to civil penalties for all violations of the Clean Water Act occurring since
February 21, 2014.

F. Failure to Develop, Implement, and/or Revise an Adequate Storm Water

Pollution Prevention Plan

The Storm Water Permit requires dischargers to have developed and implemented a
SWPPP by October 1, 1992, or prior to beginning industrial activities, that meets all
requirements of the Storm Water Permit. The objectives of the SWPPP requirement are to
identify and evaluate sources of pollutants associated with industrial activities that may affect the
quality of storm water discharges from an industrial Facility, and to implement site-specific
BMPs to reduce or prevent pollutants associated with industrial activities in storm water
discharges. These BMPs must achieve compliance with the Storm Water Permit’s Effluent
Limitations and Receiving Water Limitations. To ensure compliance with the Storm Water
Permit, the SWPPP must be evaluated on an annual basis, and must be revised as necessary to
ensure compliance with the Storm Water Permit. See 1997 Permit, §§ A(1)-A(10) and Provision
E(2); 2015 Permit, §§ X.A.-C.

Among other requirements, the SWPPP must include: a site map showing the Facility
boundaries, storm water drainage areas with flow patterns, nearby water bodies, the location of
the storm water collection, conveyance and discharge system, structural control measures, areas
of actual and potential pollutant contact, areas of industrial activity, and other features of the
Facility and its industrial activities; a list of significant materials handled and stored at the site; a
description of potential pollutant sources, including industrial processes, material handling and
storage areas, dust and particulate generating activities, significant spills and leaks, non-storm
water discharges and their sources, and locations where soil erosion may occur; and an
assessment of potential pollutant sources at the Facility and a description of the BMPs to be
implemented at the Facility that will reduce or prevent pollutants in storm water discharges and
authorized non-storm water discharges, including structural BMPs where non-structural BMPs
are not effective. 1997 Permit §§ A(3)-A(10); 2015 Permit, § X.D.-H.

15



CAGIA TERBA ALRIS
LAS GRaur

The Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators have continuously conducted
operations at the Facility with an inadequately developed and/or implemented SWPPP. For
example, descriptions of BMPs to be implemented at the Facility that will reduce or prevent
pollutants in storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water discharges, including
structural BMPs where non-structural BMPs are not effective, is inadequate and incomplete, and
does not address all the applicable constituents, notwithstanding the Facility’s history of
noncompliance regarding those constituents. The Owners and/or Operators have failed to
properly revise the Facility’s SWPPP to ensure compliance with the Storm Water Permit. The
Facility’s current SWPPP is recent, dated April 2018, yet despite the significant concentrations
of pollutants in the Facility’s storm water discharges every year since at least the 2015-2016 Wet
Season,?’ it does not include sufficiently effective BMPs to eliminate or reduce these pollutants,
as required by the 1997 Permit or the 2015 Permit.

The Facility Owners and/or Operators have failed to adequately develop, implement,
and/or revise a SWPPP, in violation of the Storm Water Permit. Every day the Facility operates
with an inadequately developed, implemented, and/or properly revised SWPPP is a separate
violation of the Storm Water Permit and the Clean Water Act. The Facility Owners and/or
Operators have been in daily violation of the Storm Water Permit’s SWPPP requirements since
at least February 21, 2014. Violations are ongoing, subjecting Aluminum Precision to civil
penalties for each past violation of the Clean Water Act with additional violations added when
such information is available.

G. Failure to Develop and Implement an Adequate Monitoring Plan

Section B(1) and Provision E(3) of the 1997 Permit require Facility Owners and/or
Operators to develop and implement an adequate Monitoring and Reporting Program by October
1, 1992, or prior to the commencement of industrial activities at the Facility, that meets all of the
requirements of the Storm Water Permit. Section XI of the 2015 requires dischargers to prepare a
Monitoring Implementation Plan. The primary objective of the required monitoring is to detect
and measure the concentrations of pollutants in a facility’s discharge to ensure compliance with
the Storm Water Permit’s Discharge Prohibitions, Effluent Limitations, and Receiving Water
Limitations. See 1997 Permit, § B(2); 2015 Permit § XI. Monitoring must therefore ensure that
BMPs are effectively reducing and/or eliminating pollutants at the Facility, and must be
evaluated and revised whenever appropriate to ensure compliance with the Storm Water Permit.
Id.

Sections B(5) and B(7) of the 1997 and Section XI of the 2015 Permit require dischargers
to visually observe and collect samples of storm water from all locations where storm water is
discharged. Under the 1997 Permit, the Facility Owners and/or Operators are required to collect
at least two (2} samples from each discharge location at their Facility during the Wet Season.
Storm water samples must be analyzed for TSS, pH, total organic carbon or O&G, and other
pollutants that are likely to be present in the Facility’s discharges in significant quantities, and

20 the Storm Water Permit defines the Wet Season as October 1 — May 30.
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pursuant to a facility’s SIC code. See 1997 Permit, § B(5)(c). Under the 2015 Permit discharges
must collect at least two (2) samples from QSEs within the first half of each reporting year (July
1 to December 31), and two (2) QSEs from the second half of each reporting year (January 1 to
June 30) (2015 Permit § X.B.3), which must be analyzed for TSS, pH, O&G, and additional
parameters identified on a facility-specific basis that serve as indicators of the presence of all
industrial pollutants identified in the pollutant source assessment — in addition to those required
under the SIC code. 2015 Permit § X.G.2.

The Owners and/or Operators of the Warner Avenue Facility have conducted operations
at the Facility with an inadequately developed, implemented, and/or revised monitoring plan.
Upon information and belief, the Facility Owners and/or Operators did not collect samples from
sufficient Qualifying Storm Events (“QSE”) at the Facility in the 2017-2018 reporting year
where only two (2) QSE were sampled despite seven (7) rain events of over .1 inch of rain in the
first three months on 2018 recorded at the Santa Ana Airport. Five of those rain events were at
least 48 hours apart. See Exhibit B.

Additionally, Coastkeeper alleges the Facility Owners and/or Operators failed to provide
adequate records, as required by Section B(4) of the 1997 Permit and Section X.A of the 2015
Permit, for the monthly visual observations of storm water discharges. The Storm Water Permit
further requires dischargers to document the presence of any floating and suspended material,
0&G, discolorations, turbidity, odor and the source of any pollutants. 1997 Permit, § B(4)(c);
2015 Permit § X.2.C. Dischargers must document and maintain records of observations,
observation dates, locations observed, and responses taken to reduce or prevent pollutants in
storm water discharges. Section B(4) of the 1997 Permit and Section X.A of the 2015 Permit.

Thus, Coastkeeper further alleges that the Warner Avenue Facility Owners and/or
Operators failed to properly collect samples from an adequate number of QSE in the 2017-2018
reporting year, and conduct, fully document and report the required observations of storm water
discharges.

The Warner Avenue Facility Owners’ and/or Operators’ failure to conduct sampling and
monitoring as required by the Storm Water Permit provides sufficient evidence that the Facility’s
monitoring plan fails to comply with the requirements of Section B and Provision E(3) of the
1997 Permit and Section XI of the 2015 Permit. Every day that operations at the Facility are
conducted in violation of the monitoring requirements of the Storm Water Permit is a separate
violation of the Storm Water Permit and the Clean Water Act. The Warner Avenue Facility has
violated the Storm Water Permit’s monitoring requirements each day since at least February 21,
2014, subjecting the Facility Owners and/or Operators to civil penalties for all violations of the
Clean Water Act since February 21, 2014. These violations are ongoing.

H. Failure to Comply with the Storm Water Permit’s Reporting Requirements

Section B(14) of the 1997 Permit and Section XVI of the 2015 Permit requires a
permittee to submit an Annual Report to the Regional Board by July 1 of each year. The Annual
Report must include an explanation for incompiete visual observations and sampling results and
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an explanation of why a permittee did not implement any activities required by the Storm Water
Permit. See 1997 Permit § B(13); 2015 Permit, § XVI.

Coastkeeper alleges that the Warmner Avenue Facility Owners and/or Operators have
failed and continue to fail to submit Annual Reports that comply with the Storm Water Permit
reporting requirements. For example, the Facility Owners and/or Operators certified that the
SWPPP’s BMPs address existing potential pollutant sources, complies with the Storm Water
Permit or will be revised to achieve compliance. Coastkeeper has information suggesting that
these certifications are erroneous. Storm water samples collected from the Facility have
consistently contained concentrations of pollutants above Benchmark Levels, demonstrating that
the SWPPP’s BMPs have never adequately addressed existing potential pollutant sources.
Further, the Facility’s SWPPP does not include elements required by the Storm Water Permit,
such as additional advanced BMPs given the Warner Avenue Facility’s industrial activities
{metal forging).

Coastkeeper alleges that the Warner Avenue Facility submitted incomplete and/or
incorrect Annual Reports that fail to comply with the Storm Water Permit. As such, the Owners
and/or Operators are in daily violation of the Storm Water Permit. Every day the Facility Owners
and/or Operators conduct operations at the Facility without reporting as required by the Storm
Water Permit is a separate violation of the Storm Water Permit and Section 301(a) of the Clean
Water Act, 33 U.S.C. §1311(a). The Warner Avenue Facility has been in daily and continuous
violation of the Storm Water Permit’s reporting requirements each day since at least February
21, 2014, subjecting them to civil penalties for such violations over this same time period. These
violations are ongoing, and additional violations will be included when such information
becomes available, including further violations of the 2015 Permit reporting requirements (see
2015 Permit, § XVIL.).

IV. RELIEF SOUGHT FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT

Pursuant to Section 309(d) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1319(d)) and the
Adjustment of Civil Monetary Penalties for Inflation (40 C.F.R. § 19.4), each separate violation
of the Clean Water Act occurring before November 2, 2015 commencing five years prior to the
date of this Notice of Violation and Intent to File Suit subjects Aluminum Precision to a penalty
of up to $37,500 per day; violations occurring after November 2, 2015 and assessed on or after
January 15, 2018 subjects Aluminum Precision to a penalty of up to $53,484 per day. In addition
to civil penalties, Coastkeeper will seek injunctive relief preventing further violations of the
Clean Water Act pursuant to Sections 505(a) and (d) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. §§
1365(a), (d)) and such other relief as permitted by law. Lastly, Section 505(d) of the Clean Water
Act (33 U.S.C. § 1365(d)) permits prevailing parties to recover costs and fees, including
attorneys’ fees.
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V. CONCLUSION

Coastkeeper is willing to discuss effective remedies for the violations described in this
Notice Letter. However, upon expiration of the 60-day notice period, Coastkeeper will file a
citizen suit under Section 505(a) of the Clean Water Act for Aluminum Precision’s violations of
the Storm Water Permit.

If you wish to pursue settlement discussions, please contact Coastkeeper’s legal counsel:

Aqua Terra Aeris Law Group
Anthony Barnes

Jason R. Flanders
amb(@atalawgroup.com

490 43" Street, Suite 108
Qakland, CA 94609

(415) 326-3173

Sincerely,

,"—/ o __,,)
/ ’)f;ﬁ;-f'/ ;Mﬁﬂ_w__mmm [
R SN ey

Anthony M. Barnes

Jason R. Flanders

ATA Law Group

Counsel for Orange County Coastkeeper
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SERVICE LIST

VIA U.S. CERTIFIED MAIL — Return Receipt Requested

William Barr

U.S. Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530-001

Andrew Wheeler

Acting Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
William Jefferson Clinton Building
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Eileen Sobeck

Executive Director

State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, California 95812-0100
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Mike Stoker

Acting Regional Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Hope Smythe

Executive Officer

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Santa Ana Region

3737 Main Street, Suite 500
Riverside, California 92501



g jo T adey

YN auou 1 890 /8w 80 NN T# [1l=png 8T0Z/6T/1T a
VN auou 5T T /8w 5T uoy €4 HefN0 sroE/6e/1t a
el £T0°0 ar't €210°0 /8w ZLTO0 (H) saddo) P8 118AN0 8T0Z/62/1T a
e £10°0 ar'e €2I00 /8w SB6Z00 (H) tadda) £/ i gL0e/6¢/1T a
I8 £I0°0 e €ZL00 748w £0°0 (H) daddoes T# lieang 8T02/6Z/1T a
v/N aucu 8L v90°0 /8w 95%°0 wngsaugew S lleAng BTOZ/ET/TT a
¥/N auou £TL va0'0 /8w 9540 wntsaudeiy pi lleN0 8102/6Z/TT qQ
/N auou SLET r0°0 /8w 88°0 wnsausep £ I[ENO gI0Z/6Z/1T a
/N auoy 9T'L ¥90°0 /3w 8540 wnisaudewy e [[epno BI0Z/6Z/TT a
/N U0u 00op va0°0 /3w 95°¢ wnisaudeiy T#llejinQ 810Z/6Z/T1 a
v/N suou (Tard SL'0 /3w [ unuunpy £ [lBAnD BLOT/6T/TT a
e ZE0 or'e 110 3w PLED (Hyouz i llepno BI0Z/6T/TT a
£9'T o T 10 3w 96T°0 {H} 0wz € l'ano RI0Z/6T/11 4]
LT Z10 8E'T o Hhw z510 {H) 2wz T4 ||l2pno 8T0Z/62/TT Q
e/u auou 0s'T T /8w ST uoi T4 epng BT0Z/6T/TT b}
ap'e £10°0 99°¢ £710°0 1/3w SO0 {H) 1addop o IIRANO 8T0Z/6T/1T 3
Y/N auau 09'T SL0 /8w T wnulun|y 2 1efno 8T0Z/62/1T 3
44 (A1) S 110 /8w £70 {H) 2uiz T# IIeAno 810Z/6Z/11 2
Y/N auou 0b'T 00T /8w [iE43 SSL 14 llenQ 8102/62/11 3
LT £10°0 8T £TED'0 1/3w £20°0 {H) sadde) TH JI_ANO 810Z/6Z/11 3
19T (441 28T TE0 /8w 0 {H) 2uiz L4 112an0 B10Z/67/1T 3
JuepacNy OOM Jenagu) any JIURPIIIKY Nieyauag vd3 , SUN Insay M.Ew:_m._mm uoneso] a|dwes uolI3||02 (@) 1e31eyasia
cOMHED SXO] BIUIOLED Rewyzuag a|dwes jo ajeq 10 {3} 1adasayisec)
30 apnjiudety 10 apnyudely Ag pajdaf|os apdwes

Alj1oeS any JSUIEM - DU| ‘SIONPOI UCISIDRLd WNUIWN|Y

¥ 119IHX3




g Jo 7 88ey

692 £T00 ;4 £ZT00 /8w SEQ0 {H} Jaddoy T# [l2AnD 810z/ee/e a
0g'T 10 W 110 /8w 95T'0 (H)auz S# [12An0 B10Z/Te/E a
62T FAN] 0s'¢ 10 /3w SLT0 (H) 2wz P 112A00 810¢/eT/E a
LT [AR] 20'E o e ZEE'0 (H) vz £4 [l=ARQ 810Z/Tz/t a
2T zTo 8T g /3w 7510 (H) 2uez Z# ([BARD 810z/ze/c a
ST FAN] 59'1 o /8w 1870 (H)ouz T# [[BARG sloz/ee/e a
v/N aucu £0°2C $90'0 /3w w1 wnisauBey S# [leAno 8102/8/1 a
Vi augu £S°6T ¥a0°0 /8w sTT wnjsaudew b# [leARD 810Z/8/1 a
v/ aucu n ¥90°0 /3w LET wimsaugery £4 [lrR0 210z/8/1 a
/N auou 8T'ET +90°0 1/8w 58'0 wnisaudey T# [[BORO 8102/8/1 a
/N auou TE0L ya0'0 /8w sy wnsaudey T# (leang 810z/8/1 a
V/N auou 89T S0 18w 9z'T wnugunyy Gif fleR0 8102/3/1 a
VN auou S6'C S0 /8w 12T wnuglngy £# Hlenng 8102/3/1 a
/N auou 18T 5.0 178w ggT wruunyy T# [[enR0 8T0Z/8/1 a
Y/N auou se'e 890 1w 9T N+N S# Henng 2102/8/1 a
v/N auou 95z 89°0 /8w vLT NN i ll2ng 810z/8/1 a
Y/N auou T 89'0 /3w £8'0 N+N €4 [leAno 8102/8/1 a
/N auou 8T 89°0 78w YT N+ T# Henno 8T02/8/1 a
v/N auou £5¢ 1 /8w ar't uoJ| S# Hl2ARD 8102/8/1 a
W/N auou £€°G 1 /3w 8T uoy| £4 [leARD 8T02/8/1 a
vIN auou £0'T 1 1/8w :Tie uoj| T# [lenno 2T02/8/1 a
8ET ETO°0 4R £7T0°0 /8w 1£0°0 {H}Jaddoy Si [l2Ang 810Z/8/1 a
89°Z £T0°0 2: 14 £LI0°D /8w svE0D {H} Jaddo) v# [[EARD 810Z/8/1 a
85 £10°0 8LE £2T0°0 /3w 59%0°0 {H}Jeddod £ [lepng 2102/8/1 a
05t £10°0 BST £2T0°0 /3w S610°0 {H}4eddop ZH [|IBAn0 8107/8/1 a
S0°E £10°0 WwE £2T0°0 /3w 96£0°0 (H} 4addoD T# Hleang 8102/8/1 a
867 zro ST'E 170 13w 8S€°0 {H)2uiz S# HERnD groz/s/t a
8LL [AN] 6v'8 10 /8w ¥EE'0 (H) 2uzz i HEAng 810Z/8/1 a
00'e zro L2 110 18w 980 (H)ouiz £4 HeAND 8102/8/1 a
£0°T 70 rard 110 1/8w AL (H) ouiz ZH llenno eT0e/8/1 a
LT zTo 562 10 8w STEG {H}2urz T#1lenno 2T02/8/1 Q
22UepRaIING oDom feuaqud apny FIUBPIIIXT thE_._uc.mm vd3 sHun nsay Jdajaweaed uoneso] ajdwes uonIa||o3 {q) aadieyisig
o0M/S4L S31X0J eiulofije) Nigwyauag ajdwes jo ajeqg 10 (3) sadaayisee)
jo spnuudewy 10 apniudew Aq paya) oo sjdwes

ANIoBY BAY JBUIRM, - DU 'SIONPO14 UCISIDRLd Wnujwn|y

¥ LIgIHX3




9jo £ afeg

v/N auou TI¢ ¥90°0 13w SET0 winissuseyy Si lleAno 8Toz/Te/e a
Y/N auou e #90°0 o £I50 winsauseny i [IBANO groe/ee/e a
/N auou TL91 ¥90°0 TfBw 0T wnissudely £t I_ANG 8T0¢/ce/E a
Y/N auou oLg ¥90°0 1/8w L550 urnisaudely T lleano groe/ee/e a
YN avou vE'e9 tauo /8w 66'E wnisaude T# 1eIno 810Z/TT/E a
/N auou LTS S0 /3w e wnLngy €4 IIlBAN0 810Z/22/% a
V/N ausu 68T SL°0 /3w [4A wiruwngy T#iEANO 810Z/TLfE a
v/ auou 9g't 890 /3w 8¢6°0 N+ T4ileRng 810Z/2Z/E a
VN auoy £ T /8w £t uoy| Z#eAn0 810Z/Z¢/E a
v/N auou a0t 1 13w 90'T uo)| T#1esno gIoz/ze/E a
as'tT £I0°0 65T £210°0 /3w S6T0'0 {H} 13ddo) vH# HBANO 8T0Z/zT/E a
8E'E EFOD 25°€ £210°0 13w ¥r00 {H}2ddo) £#ilenno 8T0Z/CT/E qQ
i EI00 8T'T EZTO0 1/3w SPI00 {H}s2ddo) ZHilepno 8I0Z/TT/E a
SIUEPIIING QDM feusiud any JIUEPIBIAT WIBWUYIUIE Y43 syun Ynsay Iaswesey uneso] dwes uoijoa]jal {q) sa8seyosig
ooMm/uD SJIXO) RILIOI[ED) Flewyauag 2t wes jo ajeq 10 () sadaayysen)
Jo spniiudey jo apnyudey Ag parajjoo ajdwes

Aujioed aay JaulRp - "3U| 'S1INPOJ UDISIDAIY WRURUNY

v 119IHX3




g jo ¢ a8eq

e Zro TEe 1o /3w psz'0 (H)ouz b [lepng £102/6/T a
96'T Tro 1A% T10 /3w SEZ°0 (H)sugz ¥ [EARG £102/6/T Q
Sty FAR] 58t o /3w VeSO (H) ouz TH# eUnO LT0Z/6/T a
v/N auau €T I /3w EE'T uoy| Z# HepAno LT0Z/S/T a
v/N auau 9g'z 4 1/8w 98T ]| T#{|epnn LI0Z/5/T a
Y/N auou 19T SL0 /8w 1Tt wRUWAY ZHIBANO £108/s/1 a
/N uou 102 S£Q 18w 18T wauwm)y T#ilesno L10T/5/1 a
SL°6 FAR1] 901 1T 1/3w LT1 (H}2uiz S# llepno L10z/5/T a
29°T FAN) £9°T 10 18w Taza {H}ouiZ 7# I8N0 Lrozfsft a
L9 A% 8T 0 13w o {H}ouz E4 [fleanp L1oz/s/t a
6L'E [4%1] Py 110 /3w ss¥o {H}ouiz Z# lleano LT0Z/5/T q
669 2o €9 10 18w 6E8°0 {H}ouz T# [[efAN0 Lrazfs/t a
Y/IN avou 0T 1 /3w v0g uay €4 [1leano ST0Z/ET/LT a
V/N auou 95T T B 95T uoi| T# len0 910Z/12/2T a
viN atou E8'E 5L0 /3w 18 LRy €4 llesing a10z/1z/ZT a
/N suou a0t SL°0 /3w £5L°0 wnugan)y 74 1e8no 9102/12/21 qQ
Y/N suou S1'e SL0 /3w 197 wnuEun|Y T#|=BANO 9102/1Z/ZT a
629 zr0 9g'9 110 /3w 8540 (HY 2wz S# (12An0 9T0Z/1Z/TT q
T ZE0 S6T 70 /3w SZED (H) 2uz ¥4 [l2ANG a10z/12/Z1 a
6TE FA 4] 65'¢ 10 7/3w S6E'0 {(H) cuiz £it ([#ANG 9T0Z/1Z/ZT a
88T o vT'E 1o £ SPE'D {H) 2uiz Ti l[_ANO groz/1e/zt a
Sb9 710 vo'L 10 18w vLLO {H)ouiz 2411 gtozfie/zn a
¥/IN auoy 90't st 18w &'ST 958239 72 (10 T ll2ang arozT/ 1L/ o
viN auau 61T T /3w 6T uod| £# lleano aT0z/91/2T a
Y/N auau ¥O'E 39°0 1/3w L0 N+N T#llepno 9t0zZ/9T/ZT a
¥/N auou (4 SL'0 /5w ¥ET wnuungy EH llEAn0 9E0Z/9T/IT qQ
S8y rARi) 675 110 /8w 7850 {H)ouz S#1lepAno 9T0E/ST/eT a
89T fAR1] €6 110 HYaw 2TE0 {H) ouiz i 1IBRNO 9T0Z/9t/ET a
891 [441 e 1o /8w Z020 {H}ouiz €4 lenn0 9t0Z/9T/ZT a
97 FAR] 8T 110 Ve o {H) ouiz T esno 9T0Z/9T/T a
6LT [AR] S6'T V3w STZ0 {H) ouiz T# I1BANO 9T0E/9T/IT ¢]
. i . UYL ONILLHOAIN 2102 /910 Gl
. .mu.:muwuux...._ QDM feuanu) 3y IIUBPITIAT FLEwysuag yvdl SN }nsay 1ajaweley nom«muo.._ a_uE.mm wonISHe? .ﬁn; JaBieyasia
aomfan SXO] BIUJOJIED Jlewijauag ajdwes jo a1eq Ja (7] sadeayiseo)
Jo apnyude 10 apnivdey Aq pa1a)joo sjdwes

AjlI3B4 BAY 13ULBAN - "DU| “S1ONPOI HOISIIRI4 WRULNYY

¥ LIgIHX3




940 5 aBed

Z6'TT FANI| 00°£T 1T0 /8w EF'T {H)auiz ¥4 11epno 9T0Z/5/5 a
£€'9 210 06’9 1o /3w 65L°0 {H)ouiz i lleAnO otaz/9/s a
13- 10 6L 1o /3w L£8°0 {H)ouz ZH AN atozfafs a
911 ZE0 €LTT o /8w 1 (H)ourz T 1200 9T0Z/9/5 a
VIN auou It T /3w YT'T ued| £4 [lERNO 9T10T/TT/E a
/N auou ov'T S£0 i T wnuwngy €4 l=pno aroz/ri/e a
iTE FAR] St'g e TfEw 8E'D (H)owz ¥# [[2n0 oTaT/1T/E a
05T To $9'T TI'0 18w 810 ") ouz €4 1eIn0 910e/IT/E G
20T To 8T'T 110 1/8w €10 {H} durz 4 eRNo 910¢/1T/¢ a
ST FA L] 98’1 10 /8w ST {H}ourz T#{iEANO 910zZ/T1/¢ a
ST zTo 68T TE0 /3w e (H}ousz i I1ERNO 9T0Z/5/1T q
as'T zro b9 T 110 /3w 80 (H)ouZ zH Hlepno 9T0Z/S/1T a
£8'7 o e pan 18w [£41) (H) ouiz T# [lennQ 9T0Z/S/1 qa
54T [ARt) 16T o /8w 170 (H)owz 4 112pno s10Z/5t/6 a
19'€ (AN} 18w 0 T# l2An0 STOZ/SE/6 a

o'y

o

(H) oz

¥/N

auou

w1

840

LEBO

L10e/etfe

7/8w winuiwn |y Ek |[ENO a
5T 10 08't 10 3w 80E°0 {H} duiz SH l[eAND FAL AL a
ES'T 10 Va4 o 1/3ur v0g°0 {H)ouiz i (N0 LE0E/LTST a
/N 70 L0'E e /8w 8110 {H)ourz T# [[BAND LE0T/LT/T a
L 451 Ty e 13w 510 {(H) 2uiz S# (l2An0 Lroz/afe a
il Zro £ET ET0 13w 9¥1t'0 {(H) 2wz v# ll_ANO £10Z/9/z a
L07T o 97T 110 18w BZT°0 {H) oz T4 I=An0 L10Z/9/T aQ
8ET ZT0 0s'T 170 /8w S9T°0 {H}ou1z T# liepno L102/9/¢ a
9T zT0 162 TE0 1/Aw Ay, {H}2u1z S#llepno LI0Z/6T/T a
06'T zro L0z 0 /3w 8270 {H)ouiz i HeRno LT0Z/6T/T a
917 2ro T 110 1/3w 6€1°0 (H) ourz £# llEARD £T0Z/6T/T a
60'C o 8ZT o 1/8w 1570 (H) 2ugz t# llepno LT0Z/61/1 qQ
81z (48] LET 10 13w 1870 (H) ouz T#112An0 £102/61/1 a
¥/N auou T 1 13w 1T uo)| T#1BAn0 L102/6/1 a
¥/N auou 61T 5.0 /3w v68°0 wnunua|y T#lleano Ltoefe/t a
0’8 a8} 08'8 TT'0 1/8w 2960 {H) 2uiz S# IleAN0 L107/6/1 a
IJuepaany OG_.S \mfmu_._u INY PIUEPDIIING Flewysuag yd3l 53U 3ns3ay J2jalieled uopeIn U_n_Emm uoFa3)o Hn; uwMumSum_Q
ooM/aLY $2|X0| BlUIOJIED Naewyouag adwes jo azeq 10 [3) aadaayiseod
JO apnyuden Jo apnuudey Aq pa1ajjoo ajdwes;

A1ijioey any Jaulepn - U $19NPOLd UOISIDBL] WNULINGY

¥ LgIHx3




g 4o g afeg

Wa3sAs precq [02IU0) SATUINOS3Y PIEOE JSIEAN 31BIS 343 UO 3|CIEABUN UDITBULION {ESINO,

1/3wW O0T-5/ 40 Anea ssalpey e saInssy uspuadap ssaupsed - {H),

9L

a1

viN

SUoL

[4

SL0

1/3w

66°0

winuwngy

< [1BRng

¥10Z/82/T

3L FEIIOdoY bTOZ/ETOZ

v/N auocu W qL'o 18w T wnuiwnyy «2qR[feAR 10U |j23Nn0 ¥rozfz/zt a
YN §'8-5'9 viN 0'6-0'9 /8w EEQ Hd £F]EJERAR JOU [2AND ¥I0Z/Z/1 a
v/N S'8-59 v/N 0'6-0'9 /8w 579 Hd «3|EfieAR J0U ||'AND yroz/e/Tn a
/N 5859 YN 0’609 S 80'9 Hd «J|(E|LEAR 10U |[BAND S10Z/L/sS a

VIN

auou

€4 [leN0

16T T Hau 16T oy 9102/9/5 a
vIN auou 65T T Haw 65T uoy <# IleRnO atoz/a/s a
/N auou 59'T T 3w 3T uoy T# RO 910z/9/s a
v/ auou [£4" 890 3w 6280 N#N V# lileRno 910Z/9/s g
v/N auou €71 890 1/8u 5€8°0 N+N ZHIIeAnD 910z/9/35 a
Y/N auou STZ 890 /3w ST N+N T# 12RND 9102/9/5 a
Y¥/N auou STt 890 /2w 6L'0 winupungy ¥# 11eAno 9102/9/5 a
¥/N Buou 85T - 7A] /3w 16T wnupIngy €4 leano atoz/o/s a
V/N auou ¥8'€ SL0 /3w 83T waunny <H [1BAnO 910z/9/5 a
¥/N Quou [\Fard SL'0 /8w 597 wntun)y T# Heano 9102/9/S a
aauepazINg OOM feisiud 3y a3uep33IXNT FIBWYIUSE V43 53N 3|nsay J333WEIed uope2o] sjdwes uoaajjod {a) 1e81eydsiq
ooMSYLD S2|X0) e[uIOe] yaewiyauag 3jdwes jo aleq 10 {7} sadasqisen)
40 apnyudey 10 apnjudew Ag paoa)|oa ajdwes

A3E[1284 DAY JAUJEAA - "DUE 'SIINPO0.J UOISIIRIH WUNUILLN|Y

V LI9[HX3



EXHIBIT B

Rain Data - Santa Ana John Wayne Airport (Feb. 2014 - Feb. 2019)

STATION NAME DATE PRCP

USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/27/2014 0.24
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/28/2014 1.13
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/1/2014 0.65
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 47272014 0.12
USWO00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPCORT, CA US 4/25/2014 0.12
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JIOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/1/2014 0.19
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/2/2014 0.72
LISW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/3/2014 0.6
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/12/2014 1.97
USW00053184 {SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/17/2014 0.11
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/30/2014 0.13
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/11/2015 0.6
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/26/2015 0.13
Usw00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/22/2015 0.22
USwW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/23/2015 0.13
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/1/2015 0.19
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/2/2015 0.58
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 5/7/2015 0.39
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 5/8/2015 0.11
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 5/14/2015 0.37
Usw00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 5/15/2015 0.19
Uswo00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 7/18/2015 0.18
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 7/19/2015 0.25
USWO00093184 {SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 9/9/2015 0.29
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 9/15/2015 1.49
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/11/2015 0.19
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/13/2015 0.17
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA IOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/19/2015 0.16
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/22/2015 0.36
USW00083184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/5/2016 0.88
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/6/2016 1.01
UsSwD0093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/18/2016 0.3
USWD0093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/6/2016 0.33
USW00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/7/2016 0.25
USW00093184 1SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/11/2016 0.45
USW00053184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/17/2016 0.17
Usw0o0093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/23/2016 0.22
USwW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/24/2016 0.58
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/20/2016 0.23
USW00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/21/2016 0.36
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/26/2016 0.49
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/27/2016 0.18
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/15/2016 0.44
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/16/2016 0.69
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/21/2016 0.73
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/22/2016 0.71
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EXHIBIT B

Rain Data - Santa Ana John Wayne Airport (Feb, 2014 - Feb. 2019)

STATION NAME DATE PRCP

USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/23/2016 0.7
USW00053184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/24/2016 0.31
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/31/2016 0.28
USW000S3184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/5/2017 0.3
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/9/2017 0.39
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/11/2017 0.12
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/12/2017 0.49
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/19/2017 0.7
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/20/2017 1.22
USwW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/22/2017 2.27
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/23/2017 0.14
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/6/2017 111
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/7/2017 0.38
USW000593184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/11/2017 0.14
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/17/2017 1.58
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/18/2017 0.15
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/26/2017 0.1
1JSWD0093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/27/2017 0.18
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/8/2018 0.2
USWO00053184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/9/2018 0.9
USWD00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/26/2018 0.16
USWO00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/27/2018 0.16
USW00093184 {SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/10/2018 0.45
USwW00093184 (SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPCRT, CA US 3/15/2018 0.19
USW00093184 (SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 3/22/2018 0.19
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/3/2018 0.11
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/12/2018 0.52
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 10/13/2018 0,21
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/22/2018 0.35
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 11/29/2018 0.77
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/5/2018 0.25
USWO00083184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 12/6/2018 3.24
USw00093184 |SANTA ANA ICHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/5/2019 0.5
USWO00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/12/2019 1.17
USWO00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/14/2019 0.62
USW00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/15/2019 0.95
USWO0O00S3184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/16/2019 0.53
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/17/2019 0.52
USW00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 1/31/2019 0.7
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA U5 2/2/2019 1.55
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/3/2019 0.11
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/4/2019 0.63
USWO00093184 |SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/5/2019 0.14
USw00093184 |[SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/9/2019 0.23
USw00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/10/2019 0.17
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/13/2018 0.27
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EXHIBIT B

Rain Data - Santa Ana John Wayne Airport (Feb. 2014 - Feh, 2019)

STATION NAME DATE PRCP
USW00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/14/2019 2.11
USWO00093184 [SANTA ANA JOHN WAYNE AIRPORT, CA US 2/15/2019 0.12
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